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$s IN PROCESS CONMPLYING REF A AND B CINCPAC ASKED LOGICAL pext
QUESTION WHO RESPONSIDBLE FOR ALERT ING PACOM AIR FORCE UNITS.
REPLIED EITHER THROUGH HQ USAF WASH CHANNELS OR FROM| Il‘zgx1

AIR UNITS. SUBSEQUENT CHECK WITH PACAF TCO PROMPTED MILD SURPRISE
THAT CINCPAC IN ALERT ING CHANNEL SINCE PACAF NOT ONLY ALERTS OWN
UNITS BUT COMSEVENFLT NOT IFIED THROUGH AF CHANNELS BY JOINT OPERAT IONS

25X1 CENTER

2, EMPHASIZE NO ONE HERE FIGHT ING PROBLEM C(AND CINCPAC CHARGED BY

251 CNO CABLE 1721572 AUG 61 TO ALERT COMSEVENFLT AFTER[__] NOT IFICAT ION)
BUT CINCPAC J2 HAS ASKED US TO ASCERTAIN FROM YOU FURTHER CLARIFICAT ION
ON HOW OVERALL ALERT ING SYSTEM HANDLED PACOM AREA,
3. FYIs FEEL REASON FOR REQUEST PARA 2 ABOVE IS THAT CINCPAC
25X1 STAFF HAS SHOUN SOME CONCERN THAT PACAF TCO NOT NOT IFIED INFO REF A

BY AIR FORCE CHANMELS UNTIL SEVERAL HOURS AFTER[ | NOT IFIED AND
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25X1  ALMOST TWO HOURS AFTER [___] ON REF B,
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